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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1-7, 12-19, 24, 25, 26-36, 40-48, 53-62, 66 and 67 rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. Patent Application Publication No.* 
US2004/01 76920 to Monfared et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,384,368 to 
Rosenfeldt et al. 

The applied reference to Monfared has a common assignee with the 
instant application. Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the 
reference, it constitutes prior art only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 
1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived 
from the inventor of this application and is thus not an invention "by another"; (2) 
a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject matter of the application 
which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed in the reference, 
prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 1.131; or (3) 
an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1 . 1 30 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in 
the application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal 
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disclaimer in accordance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). This rejection might also be 
overcome by showing that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as 
prior art in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 
706.02(l)(2). 

Referring to claims 1, 15, 26 and 59, Monfared discloses a system for 
displaying chassis component information, comprising a chassis (102), a plurality 
of blades (104, 106, 108, 150), including at least one server blade (see 
paragraph 0015) coupled to the chassis, and a testing blade (150) comprising an 
LCD (232) positioned upon the blade (150), the LCD operable to display chassis 
component information. It is noted that the at least one server blade of Monfared 
inherently includes chassis management operable to manage switch fabric of the 
chassis. See Figs. 1 and 2, as well as paragraphs 0015-0020. Monfared does • 
not teach each blade, including server blade (104), having an LCD to display 
chassis component information. 

Rosenfeldt discloses an electronic chassis (see Fig. 1) comprising a 
plurality of blades (15-18) coupled to the chassis, each blade comprising a 
display (25) positioned upon the blade, the display operable to display chassis 
component information. See col. 2, lines 23-54. It would have been obvious at 
the time of the invention to provide a display on each blade in the system of 
Monfared, as taught by Rosenfeldt, since this would provide a status check for 
each blade of the system, instead of exclusively relying on the test blade. 

Referring to claims 2 and 17, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt disclose the 
device as claimed, wherein the chassis component information comprises server 
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blade information of the server blade upon which the respective LCD is 
positioned. See col. 3, lines 3-8 of Rosenfeldt. 

Referring to claims 3, 4, 6, 18, 19, 27, 60 and 61, Monfared in view of 
Rosenfeldt inherently disclose the device as claimed, since an IP (i.e., internet 
protocol) address, which acts as a locator for one IP device to find another IP 
device and interact with the same, is provided in any network system. Likewise, 
monitoring chassis component activity (e.g., processor speed) is also disclosed. 
See paragraphs 0015-0019 of Monfared. 

Referring to claim 5, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt disclose the device 
as substantially claimed, except for the LCD being operable to display the 
information in color. It would well known in the art of LCD devices to utilize a 
variety of colors ant it would have been obvious to further modify Monfared to 
include colors in the display, since this would help to distinguish one error or 
status message from another. 

Referring to claims 7 and 62, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt disclose the 
device as claimed, wherein the chassis component information comprises at 
least one of temperature information and voltage information. See paragraph 
0023 of Monfared. 

Referring to claims 12, 17, 24 and 66, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt 
disclose the device as claimed, wherein each server blade further comprises a 
respective management processor (206) operable to drive the respective LCD, 
the management processor being operationally distinct from a main processor of 
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the server blade such that the main processor may be inactive during operation 
of the respective LCD. See Fig. 2 of Monfared. 

Referring to claim 13, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt disclose the device 
as claimed, wherein each server blade further comprises a respective video 
output operable to output the chassis component information to an external 
display (170), and a respective management processor (206) operable to drive 
the respective video output, the respective management processor operationally 
distinct from a respective main processor of the server blade such that the 
respective main processor may be inactive during output of the chassis 
component information to the external display. See Fig. 1 and paragraphs 0017- 
0018 of Monfared. 

Referring to claims 14 and 67, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt disclose the 
device as substantially claimed, except for the LCD specifically comprising a 
viewing area of 14mm x 1 1 mm. It would have been obvious, however, to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to provide a relatively small display with the 
dimensions as claimed on the bulkhead of Monfared. See Fig. 2 of Monfared. 

Referring to claim 25, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt disclose the device 
as claimed, wherein the chassis blade (108) inherently comprises a network 
interface card. 

Referring to claims 28 and 29, Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt disclose the 
device as claimed, wherein the display device comprises at least one LED (230) 
and an LCD (232), respectively. See Fig. 2 of Monfared. 
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Regarding claims 30-36, 40-49 and 53-62, the method steps are 
necessitated by the device structure as disclosed by Monfared in view of 
Rosenfeldt. 

Claims 8-11, 20-23, 37-39, 50-52, 63-65 and 68-71 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Monfared in view of Rosenfeldt, and further 
in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US2002/0084994 to Hansen. 
Monfared, as modified, discloses the system and corresponding method as 
claimed, including at least one server blade of Monfared inherently including 
chassis management operable to manage switch fabric of the chassis. See Figs. 
1 and 2, as well as paragraphs 0015-0020. Monfared, as modified, does not 
teach each server blade further comprising at least one control key associated 
with the LCD to enable operation control of at least one chassis component. 

Hansen teaches a front panel serial port user interface (28) in the form of 
an LCD with control keys (40) to control setup and power on an individual server 
blade (10). See Figs. 1-3 and paragraph 0021. It would have been obvious to 
further modify the system and method of Monfared to include control key(s) for 
operational control of at least one chassis component on the server blade, as 
taught by Hansen, since the device of Hansen would allow for specific control 
functions on each server blade individually. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Anthony Q. Edwards 
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whose telephone number is 571-272-2042. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F (6:00-3:30) First Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Jayprakash N. Gandhi can be reached on 571-272-3740. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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